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Claims 1-14 and 23-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Graebe ('875) in view of Smith et al. 

Graebe (Figures 1,17,25) shows an inflatable support assembly similar to 
that claimed, including a resilient base 13,15, and a plurality of inflation zones both 
along a centerline for support of an ischial area of a user and along lateral sides of 
the base. Note that column 9, lines 27-29 discloses that the plurality of zones 
shown in figure 25 may be separately inflated, wherein the cells 74 are 
interconnected to one another by an airflow path utilizing restricted channels 
therebetween in a pattern, but which together are independently inflated from the 
other zones. 

Smith et al discloses an inflatable support cushion that includes an external 
air source, pressure-sensing means, a pressure regulating means, and a plurality of 
valves to control the inflation and deflation of the various cells. 

In view of these disclosures, it would have been well within the level of skill 
in the art to have either utilized the inflation system as suggested by Smith et al for 
the inflatable support of Graebe, wherein an air source would be provided on the 
wheelchair, or alternatively, to have modified the cushion cell assembly of Smith et 
al in the manner suggested by Graebe, wherein the seat cushion includes different 
inflation zones for customized support and comfort for an occupant. 

Regarding claims 8,9 and 11-14, the material of the cushion and type of 
support is considered a matter of design choice. 
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In regards to claim 6, while the cells of Graebe would appear to meet the size 
requirements in the claim, such is considered a matter of design choice and 
mechanical expediency, as simply changing the size of the cells is not considered a 
patentable distinction. 

Claims 15-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Graebe ('875) in view of Smith et al., as applied to the claims above, and further in 
view of Noble. 

Noble (col. 6. lines 61-68) teaches the use of an inflatable, multiple zone seat 
cushion assembly for use in a truck, wherein an air source associated with the truck 
is utilized. In view of this suggestion, to have utilized the seat support structure of 
Graebe ('875) and Smith et al in a truck environment, would have been obvious to * 
one with ordinary skill in the art. As set forth above, the material of the seat base is 
considered a matter of design choice. 

Claims 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the prior art, as applied to the claims above, and further in view of Hasty. 

Regarding claims 20 and 21, to have utilized a slide valve for controlling the 
air pressure in and between the zones of Graebe ('875), would have been an obvious 
modification to one with ordinary skill in the art, as such is conventional and well 
known in the art as taught by the patent to Hasty (col. 4. lines 6-13). The specific 
pressure within the cells is considered a matter of design choice. 
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Applicants arguments filed November 12, 2004 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. 

Contrary to applicant's arguments, the patent to Graebe ('875) is considered 
to meet the limitations of the claims, as set forth in the above rejections. Each 
structural element set forth in the claims is found in the Graebe reference, or in a 
secondary reference as applied above, including a plurality of inflatable cells 
interconnected by airflow channels. There is no particular pattern that is claimed 
to define over that of Graebe, nor does a mere functional recitation define over the 
structure of the prior art, as the cushion would serve to dampen vibration and road 
shock. There must be particular structural distinction between the claimed 
limitations and the prior art to define patentable subject matter. 

Due to the new art applied in the above rejection, this action has not been 
made Final. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Peter R. Brown whose telephone number is 703- 
308-2103. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
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only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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